transactions.6 I will begin by outlining the methods of analysis and some results of the most recent studies of this topic.' Then 1 will discuss in some detail several key aspects of social integration: functional integration, moral integration and expressive community.
Functional integration
As a result of the development of the state and the confi scation of land from Protestant nobles in the 162.os, the court became extremely attractive to nobles.
The emperor could bestow status, rank, money, rights ete. and convert one into the other. For example, noble creditors were often raised to higher rank or received special privileges. Such a transformation was legitimate only as an imperial favour.
This does not mean that status and rights could be bought and sold-the court did not function as a market. On the contrary. it was evidence of the emperor's power that he was free to give or not to give. However, the regularity of these practices created mutual expectations. The court was able to stabilize these actions and expectations.
The main mechanism for this creation and conversion of privilege was the court system. For our topic we should mention some of the most important offices held by nobles, they included those of the OberstllOfmeister (lord steward), Oberstkammerer (lord chamberlain), Hofmarschall (marsha\)� and Oberststallmeister (master of the horse), and the offices of the council of war, the Hofkammer (finance chamber), the Austrian court chancellery, the imperial vice chancellery and the imperial aulic court. The most important institution was the imperial privy council, which comprised presidents of the above mentioned institutions and other nobles. Members of the different offi ces were linked to certain family groupings and thereby highly integrated through informal relations.
These relations were the most efficient way to gain access to high office-holders and to influence imperial decision-making.
Personal access to the emperor was subtly mediated through a sequence of ante chambers. Before the imperial private rooms lay several ante-chambers, access to which depended on status and office.9 Under Ferdinand Ill, this worked as follows:
cardinals. princes and privy councillors could reach the most prestigious ante chamber, while the second room was open to members of the imperial aulic court, some noble off i cers, generals, chamberlains of the last emperor and the emperor's b Sec especially Nicholas Henshall, The Mytll of AI15olutism. C/lIl1lge (/mi ("mtlnl/lty ill Early Mod,.m European M",,,,rcily, (l.ondon, !�92) and Drr Absolutism"s -rin Mythos? .'it",krurwmldrlmoll(lr. dtischer Herrschaft in West· ","l Mine/europa, published by Ronald G. Asch und He;nz Durcbhardt IMiillstersche Historisfhe Forscillmgen, lXI, (Killn We;mar Wien, 1��6) and Sharon Ken ering, Parr""s. fJrokers alld c/iem, in Sevrmeellth·Ccntur) ' Fmnre, (Oxford, 1986 brother. The third room was open to lower civil and military officers. III The closer the room to the private chambers, the higher the probability of personal contact and the greater the possibility of submitting a petition-which from the outer rooms might take several weeks of waiting. The most privileged office was that of chamberlain.
Holders of this office had frequent access to the private rooms and made so much use of this that the lord chamberlain complained in the 16605 that up to fifty or sixty chamberlains occupied those rooms, forcing the emperor to push through them.ll.
The 1620S saw far-reaching changes in the structure of the court. The privy council, as well as the number of chamberlains, was enlarged. The privy council was extended from approximately six members to thirty in the 1650S and even more in later years.12 The number of chamberlains increased from a handful to several hundred,1 3 most of the appointees coming from the hereditary lands. In the process the court was transformed from a 'point of contact' (Elton) into a very large noble institution with formal criteria of membership. This had a significant impact on nobles' communication rights and access to goods, regardless of whether the noble members of the court actually attended the court or not.14 Once part of the game, they knew how to play by the rules.
Let us give some examples. Courtiers regularly received grants of money. to Diana Countess Czernin, a lady of the court. These sums were usually only a small portion of what had initially been promised to the beneficiaries. In that year, more than 80,00ofl were paid out, mainly to noble members of the court on that count. Especially in the crucially important field of loans, the volume of financial transactions seems to have correlated with rank at court. 13
EspecialJy because of the inefficiency (in a modern sense) of the financial and other offices, the granting and realising of promises and rights was 10 00 LA. Herrschaft Steyr. hox 1224. fac. 13. n. 251.
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00 LA, Herrschaft Steyr. box 1224. fa,-13. n.231. Hitherto the import,mee of the om", of (ham· herlain had heen under-estimated, hut the evidence mentioned above. such as the mall)' leuers or request from even the most senior noblemen for their family memhcrs. show that it was much more than a representational office. 14 Around 1650 only eight or nillc from around 30 privy councillors regularly atlendcd the """ions (modal average/median of an analysis of records of more than 140 sessions of the privy coundl from Vienna, AVA. FA Harrach, Hs. 102).
IS
The dissertation will give an analysis of the Holzalllllmtsbiic/ter (court treasury accounts) ill Vienna. 1620�'j. usually dependent on persona) presence or representatation at court-as count Starhemberg had remarked: 'My business is running in the Viennese style: that means slowly'.16 Correspondence intended to speed up business filled first the emperor's desk and later official and private archives. A noble's chances of realising options corresponded to his personal position at court or to that of his family. The loo,ooofl for Maximilian Count Tr auttmansdorff, for example, whose son held an important office, were paid out within a few years, whereas others had to wait. sometimes in vain, for almost a century.
IIKA, HlAB in the vcars
Families, in particular, served as a bridge between court and estates. For example, the marshal of the court advised his brother to keep a receipt (and with the receipt the claim for the money which had in fact already been paid) which he should send to the court, under the pretence that the last emperor had ordered him to do so. The marshal himself would push for its acceptance by the president of the Hofkammer, if his brother, in return, would raise some money for him with the help of the deputies of the estates. The estates could later profit from his position at COUftY And, in fact, they did, when the marshal helped to make the estates' case in their dealings with the prince or gave valuable information for planning communication with the court. 18 Such links to the outside could also be used by the emperor. The obersthofmarschall, relying on the influence of his family, often helped to convince the estates to accept the emperor's demands.19
In countless letters the emperor requested support in the diet and in regional administrative affairs from members of the estates who were also members of the court or had relations there.
The intensity of contact between crown and provinces grew with the expansion of the court. Every courtier served as a connection between his family and clients and the court. The higher his position in the hierarchy of the court, the more contacts he had outside, and the more people used him to get access to the centre20 This was a two-way relationship beneficial to all participants, including the crown. Franz Count Harrach, for example, who as a member of the court had established strong links to northern Italy, helped his brother become bishop in Trent, which was very much in the interest of the emperor as well. [n particular, the emperor used the links to the local nobility to obtain information about local problems and to ensure his orders were obeyed. This intensification of imperial influence happened in tandem with the increase of bureaucratisation. As this form of integration depended on personal presence and personal links, its social and geographical boundaries were closely circumscribed, including chiefly the upper nobility and the hereditary lands. Moreover, the system tended to close itself, because success at court generated further success, which made access for new entrants difficult.
Moral integration: court and noble honour
In the early modern period, interaction was moralized and regulated in terms of honour. There were two ways in which the court came to influence the elements of noble honour: both ennoblement and the hierarchy of court offices in the court implemented a subtle hierarchy in the nobility as a whole. Even in peripheral regions a privy councillor was more highly regarded than a chamberlain and, of course, a prince more than a count. Let us consider both the formalized signs of respect in interaction and the conflict about ceremonial rights, whether at court or outside. Hierarchy was so essential for interaction at court, that personal honour and power came to be almost synonymous. When Maximilian Count Lamberg was appointed to the office of lord steward, some privy councillors denied his right of precedence.21 In defending his precedence, he was also defending his honour and his power. The same situation had occurred when, while imperial ambassador in Spain, he had been appointed to the office of privy councillor. Exceptionally, he was immediately seated according to his new rank instead of having to wait until he could return and take his oath.22 The importance of anciennete becomes more evident when we consider the struggle for precedence between the presidents and vice-presidents of the Austrian court chancellery and the Hofkammer. One of the main arguments used in these desepatches was that one of the rivals 2) Osterreichische Nationalbibliothek, cod. 14192, fols. 1-9.
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